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of the twentieth century, the complementary and often contentious relationship between the Regular Army and the National Guard reflected the shared responsibilities between the states and the federal government for national defense. However, historians have overlooked one interesting dilemma inherent in defense policy. When the National Guard is called into federal service en masse and Regulars are unavailable, who is to provide security in the states? In The American Home Guard, Barry Stentiford, a former Army National Guard officer, tells the story of those local and state forces-known collectively as State Guards-mustered in times of national crisis to carry out homeland defense missions.
The need for State Guard forces first arose in World War I, when President Woodrow Wilson ordered the entire National Guard into federal service. State governments and federal officials alike grew concerned over the need for military forces capable of providing domestic security. The states raised State Guard units that responded to natural disasters, quelled civil unrest, guarded public facilities, maintained armories and training sites, and monitored the activities of subversive groups. The creation of the State Guards often resulted in confusion and animosity between the states, the National Guard, and the War Department. Still, State Guard forces eased public fears and provided valuable service during emergencies. The State Guards rose to prominence again during World War II, languished during the early Cold War, and enjoyed a resurgence in the 1970s and 1980s. Today, State Guard units in selected states are postured to support the deployment of National Guard units. Unlike most histories of the National Guard, Stentiford resists the tendency to dwell exclusively on the federal aspects of state forces and presents a balanced view from the state and national perspectives.
The author's analysis of State Guard forces comes at a particularly opportune time. Since the horrific events of 11 September 2001, homeland defense has been near the top of the U.S. national agenda. However, most writings on the subject reveal a disturbing lack of historical perspective or suggest that homeland defense is without precedent. On the contrary, citizen-soldiers have always stepped forward during national emergencies to provide homeland defense, a point that Stentiford conveys in a convincing manner. The American Home Guard is the best account yet of state and local forces mobilized in times of crisis to maintain domestic order, and should be required reading for all those seriously pondering the difficulties of homeland defense. To paraphrase an old adage, leaders who do not understand past mistakes associated with homeland defense will be doomed to repeat them. The American Home Guard provides an excellent perspective on those mistakes as well as on the many successes.
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